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Third-Rate Answers 

F or am popularly elected executive — D 

r whether the mayor of Dubuque or the Ul& lieCLgCLTl S also was the nation's, 

president of the United States— there are /** i r we ^ eam from Laurence Barrett's 

basically only two available ways to, run * OOTtjXCLenee COf7Z€ jTOTTt ^ book, ‘‘Gambling With History,*' that 

. for reelection: the High Road and the Noti ~ G* r r . . i • V r Reagan’s debate preparation included a 

'So- High Road. The campaign message' le jact that iiejinew w book of Carter’s' that- bad been 

-from the candidate who chooses the High r« i , r > ~ ... -stolen from the White House. The origin 

'Road sounds lilrethis:iookatthe.prpgrett$^^^ L&rterjjOaS IgOlTlgjtO £ document is oTmdreintCTest,'«wn; i. >’ 

■^we -have made, what T ' - „ . ■» . ^alue. Ror^nyone ’like IBaker strife? 

>rplished during this tenn; give«ie«r>oth<^«®^V’ ^^jOTeJtie^SQX(i dtf . ^eigen, who had «both worked for-^mer-*^ 

3erm and 'We^ifinisb'lbe^b.'^yio*?**^ _ . -lean presidents— thereds*only one ques- 

ftrast. the *Jofc$o-Hi£h -^toed *pproadi'T. i^and^te««m^#bw^ ao-wavIw)rel' V ^ 4 i^f 0 -be , ’? p X? efl * ng w bearing 

^oes not trumpet achievements, hut con* <\pare fullv formal] *ihejssues an ODDonent^L 01 * wd l 8 1 4V * iere *** bell did - 
‘-centretes instead on the alleged -character anight ra’iserSurpriser are the rmm^And from * An d nobody moves until 

on/'i/V mtallAMttAl * . . - » I U tKp fill] flncui^r 1C immr ■ • 


and/or intellectual defects of the incum- 
bent's opponent lu campaign message 
sometimes acknowledges the incumbent s 
own imperfections, as in: 1 may be no day 
:„at the beach, but the other guy is no 
month in the country. 

For reasons that seemed obvious at the 
time. Jimmy Carter's 1980 presidential re- 
election campaign pursued the Not-So- 
High Road approach, emphasizing that 
-Ronald Reagan was a reckless hard-liner 
on poor Americans and on Red Russians 
and, perhaps, not playing with a full deck 


voters, -watching a -debate, make -their 
judgments on matters like confidence and 
poise and personality. And it’s tough lor 
anyone to he completely confident debat- 
ing the incumbent president of the United 
States. 

But Reagan bravely took that risk, And 
because he did not obviously lose, he un- 
doubtedly *‘won” the Cleveland debate. 
David Stockman, who played the part of 
Carter in the pre-debate scrimmages, so 
impressed Reagan that he was eventually 
mamed budget .-director. The debate me- 


. . * * . * — ♦ — p , -wourou uuujrt.mrecuj:. i-ne aeoate ;ne- 

wn those -subjects a pi^dentwas.e^cted ^otiabons.and ^parauon were handled 
to master. The objective wasthmiarke -Rea-^wywell by "Jinf^Baker-that Baker, in -spite 


gan iook threatening and dangerous to 
voters. 1 I 

For the Reagan campaign in October 
1980 with a fragile lead, there -remained 
one. admittedly nsky,.antidoie to the mad 
bomber charges Reagan could debate 


of his earlier work for Gerald Ford and 
Treorge -Bush, 'ended up as White House 
chief of staff. David jGergen. the present 
White House, communications chief and. 
like Baker, an un -origins) Reaganaut, was 
deeply involved in the debate preparation. 


p *■ ' — - uic ucumt picparauun. 

* - S^JThe lives and futures of all four men— 

but political debates are always unpre- '-Reagan, Stockman. Baker and Gergen- 
^dictaole and -frequently hazardous-u,^ __were-allxhangedhv that debate Perhaps 


- VV UMVII 

the full answer is given. * 

\esterdays written explanations to a 
House subcommittee do not -satisfy. 
Baker's language— that he saw no evi- 
dence the document was “sufficiently 
sensitive to have been controlled or closely 
held and that the book did not seem to 
be “an official document" sounded too 
carefully constructed. .Serious questions 
persist for which answers must be pro- 
vided: did Reagan’s confidence come from - 
the fact that he knew what Carter was 
going to say before he -said it? Who stole 
theWhite House documents from Carter? 
What did Baker .and jGergen do— and ,, 
what was their responsibrlrty ns members -* 
of the bar— upon Jeaming that they had 
access to and the use of property stolen 
from the president? When did Reaean 
l^rn of the theft? What did he do about 
it? What is he now doing about it? How 
many crimes were committed? It is time 
for some candid answers about a White 
House burglary that cannot be called 
-fhird-rate" 
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